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Cornelius Tica appeals from a jury conviction for possession of cocaine

with intent to distribute in violation of 21 U.S.C. § 841(a)(1).  Specifically, he
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appeals from the district court’s denial in part of his motion to suppress evidence. 

Because the facts are known to the parties, we do not recite them here.  Tica

argues that the officers did not have reasonable suspicion to justify seizing him;

his final consent to search the hidden compartment in his luggage was involuntary;

and if his earlier consent to a “quick search” of the suitcase were voluntary, the

officers exceeded the scope of that consent.

A search or seizure without a warrant is presumed unreasonable unless the

search falls within a recognized exception to the warrant requirement. 

Schneckloth v. Bustamonte, 412 U.S. 218, 219 (1973).  But a warrantless search

may be reasonable if the officers obtained voluntary and intelligent consent from

the citizen.  Id.  Because we find that Tica consented voluntarily at each stage in

his encounter with the police, we affirm the district court’s denial of Tica’s motion

to suppress evidence.

AFFIRMED.


